C A S E S T U D Y
Writing in the early part of the last century, Queneau, a Frenchman with a penchant for radical experimentation with language, periodically set aside his normal duties as critic, poet, editor, and novelist to explore the possibilities of expression. His resulting Exercices de style is a collection of 99 versions of the same anecdote. A man boards a bus and starts an argument with another passenger whom he thinks is stepping on his toes on purpose. Two hours later he sees the same person getting advice on adding a button to his overcoat. That's the story. Repeated 99 times. Queneau declared, "my intention was merely to produce some exercises, the finished product may possibly act as a kind of rust-remover to literature to help get rid of its scabs. '' The result is remarkable. There are prose versions (narrative, crossexamination, comedic, cockney, past and present tenses, passive and active voices, operatic, and dog Latin), poetic styles (free verse, haiku, sonnets, odes, rhyming slang), along with different viewpoints (mathematical, zoological, botanical, philosophical, medical) , plus 79 others. Queneau's exercise inspired me to explore a few ways that a case in human evolution might be written, recognizing that many conceivable formats would not likely work in your classroom.
Following are a few of my efforts, without teaching notes, as I don't have a clue how you might use them. Don't like any? Write your own.
Coming to AmericaFirst person
I never quite believed the story my wife told me coming home after anthropology class that people from Siberia were the first to settle America. Oh yeah, I believe they came but not the way they say. Not three waves of Asians from the West traveling across Beringia, that space between Alaska and Siberia maybe 12,500 years ago. That never made sense to me. Why didn't they come earlier? Hell, it is only 50 miles across.
Humans in some form had been roaming all of Asia and Europe for millennia. Homo erectus got to the Middle East from Africa at least 1.8 million years ago. Neanderthals were recorded all over Europe and parts of Asia for 250,000 years. But Homo sapiens (that's us) were supposedly newcomers, leaving Africa maybe 70,000 years BP.
Why didn't modern people get out of Africa a lot earlier? All they had to do was paddle across the water from North Africa to Spain with a stop in Gibraltar. They must have had boats. People have always had boats. For God's sake people standing on the beaches of Morocco can see Europe. Its only 9 miles! And we just learned from an article in Nature that our ancestral Homo sapiens were in Morocco 300,000 ago. Who needs boats? Get in the water and swim.
Speaking of boats: As I said before, the notion that people had to wait to cross the land bridge from Russia until 12,500 years ago never made much sense to me. 
Coming to AmericaArgumentative
Why does anyone care when people came to America? We are here and that is all that matters. I suppose it might matter in courts of law if one were to argue about land claims or right of passage along privileged routes. Indigenous tribes might demand recognition as the ancestral founders of the Americas. But should we really care if humans came across the Bering Strait or paddled down the coast? Should we care if they did it in 12,500 BP or in 130,000 BP? No matter what you choose, that is a long time ago. And does it matter which tribe has DNA that is considered ancestral to all Indians? What difference does it make except to claim bragging rights?
Maybe you just want to put the record straight. But what is the price for this navel gazing? Should the public foot the bill for millions of dollars to sort this out-to pay the salaries of academics who fuss, spat, and bet their careers over such things? What about the creationists who believe that the Earth and the Universe are 10,000 years old? They see these dates that archeologists throw around as blatant nonsense. Do we want to take sides in a religious dispute? Good grief, this sort of speculating leads to trouble without any benefits. 
Coming to AmericaNegatives
It was neither chimpanzees, nor gorillas, but humans. It was neither from Australia, nor Hawaii, but Siberia. It was neither by air, nor dog sled, but boat. It was neither over glaciers, nor through them, but around them. It was neither North, nor West, it was South. It was neither 12,500 years BP, nor 2 million years BP, but between. It was neither an individual, nor a family, but a clan. It was neither once, nor twice, but many times. It was neither mastodons, nor shell fish, but both. It was neither guns, nor nets, but spears. It was neither Clovis, nor Inuit, but before. It was neither slow, nor fast, it was relentless. It was neither Alaska, nor Canada, but California. It was neither a prospector, nor a geologist, it was a road crew. It was neither a search, nor a survey, it was an accident. It was neither eureka, nor indifference, but a puzzle. It was neither bones, nor rocks, but tools. It was neither a battle, nor accord, but a debate. It was neither certain, nor impossible, but maybe. It was neither Homo sapiens, nor Homo erectus, but Neanderthals/Denisovans. It was neither truth, nor false, but science. 
Coming to AmericaEssentials

Coming to AmericaOfficial letter
To Whom It May Concern: I beg to advise you of the following facts of which I am an interested but impartial witness. I beg you to indulge me on this listing on which I solicit your advice.
I have been appraised by friendly academics and indulgent perusing of the literature that there is dispute as to who and when the first humans entered the New World. Although there seems to be unanimity that the humans emanated from Siberia, there is discord as to how they arrived. Some are plaintiffs for an inland route, asserting that travelers passed along a land bridge via Alaska circa 12,500 years BP. Then, when the glaciers that were initially impeding their progress melted, the travelers followed the bison and mastodons south into the heart land of the Americas. The contrarians contest that this cannot be correct because there are archeological sites throughout the Americas that predate the melting of the glaciers, most spectacularly Monte Verde in Chile dated at 14,600 years BP. They assert that this paradox can be avoided by accepting the claim that the first immigrants came by way of boats skirting Beringia, Alaska, and points beyond. I understand that while this aforementioned controversy is not resolved, there is a consensus emerging: A recent survey affirms that 86% of archeologists favor a coastal route for immigration.
The date of arrival, while contentious, has been largely accepted as no earlier than 20,000 years BP. But an astonishing claim has now been advanced by Tom Deméré, a paleontologist at the San Diego Natural History Museum in California, and archeologists led by Steven Holen of the Center for American Paleolithic Research in Hot Springs, South Dakota. They testified in the April 26, 2017, issue Nature that evidence exists that hominins were present in San Diego, California, 130,000 years BP. Rounded stones were found beside mastodon bones fractured in unusual positions. The bones appear to have been broken by stones used as a hammer. This is reminiscent of similar discoveries of fresh elephant remains known to be butchered by Africans. Vigorous rebuttal comes from skeptics, namely Texas A&M University archeologist Michael Waters, who has asserted that "The evidence for early human occupation is not there." Similar bone fractures commonly occur naturally or plausibly were inflicted by the backhoe that was used to excavate the bones by the construction crew that discovered the site.
This assertion that humans were in America 130,000 years BP opens up a new line of inquiry: If the date is correct, then who were the visitors? Homo sapiens is not known to have arrived in Siberia until 20,000 years BP. This opens up the possibility that it was Neanderthals, Denisovans, or even Homo erectus whose tools have been unearthed in China dating from over 2 million years ago.
In view of these circumstances, I would request of you, kind sir, as to what inference I should draw from these facts and the attitude you would deem appropriate in the way that I conduct my subsequent mode of life?
Anticipating the favor of an early reply, I am your obedient servant. 
Coming to AmericaDialogue
Coming to America-Haiku
Broken mastodons Travelers to unknown end Fossils elude us
